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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
eamed patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 29 December 2008 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)|3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) n Clalm(s) is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) \Z\ Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 1-16 is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held In abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1. Based upon the submitted amendment, the examiner notes that claims 1 ,6,9 have been 
amended. 

2. Based on the applicant's arguments, the examiner submits a new NF rejection based on 
new prior art. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-16 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

As per applicant's arguments that the disclosed prior art message type selection does not 
constitute the claimed message type, the examiner contends that it is not clear exactly what 
defines the term 'transmission protocol'. For the purpose of examination the examiner assumes it 
refers specifically to the known mms, sms, ems protocols. 

Clarification/Correction is requested. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the dirrcienccs beiween the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole w duIcI have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . Claims 1-2,4-6,9-11,14-16 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being unpatentable over 
L'Heureux (6697942) and further in view of Engstrom (7212808). 

As per claims 1,6, L'Heureux discloses a messaging system (email) for a portable 
terminal that provides a common interface for different message types (abstract). The 
system comprises a common editor for all the different message types (Col 3 lines 1-30). 
The user selects the message type. The message must inherently be saved in order to be 
processed by the terminal in order to be sent to the network. Based on the selected 
message type the terminal will 'change the transmission format' (the 'text' portion of the 
data field will be filled with the specific message type data). The terminal inherently 
comprises input means and display means for the purpose of letting the user 'select' any 
known type of data to be transferred (selecting a message type, and detection of a user 
selection). The system inherently comprises control means to control the hardware to 
perform the disclosed fimctions. However, the system does not comprise an encoder that 
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outputs the message signaling in a particular protocol based on the type of message 
selecterd. 

Engstrom discloses a messaging service where the transmission protocol is 
automatically selected based on the chosen message type (Col 5 line 65).It would have 
been obvious to implement the automatic protocol selection function for the advantage 
that the protocol will be automatically selected. 

As per claim 2, the received message content is displayed by the appropriate 
application on the terminals. 

As per claims 4,5,9,10, all data must be saved (in a 'general format') at every 
processing stage in the terminal in order for the data to be processed. The saving is 
'automatic' for those functions that do not require user input to procede. 

As per claim 11, the message is uploaded to a specific web address (col 3). 

As per claim 14, the device is a portable terminal with a display in which the user 
navigates a series of menus. The gui interface will change and the options selectable by 
the user will change depending on the particular situation (such as being in the editor) 
that the user is in. 

As per claims 15, 16, the device is a portable phone. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 3,7,8,12,13, rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
L'Heureux (6697942) as applied to claim 1 . 

As per claims 3,7,8, L'Heureux discloses a well known portable phone with a 
keypad and display interface as per the claim 1 rejection, but does not give the specifics 
of the interface, including a scrolling function. 

The examiner contends it would be obvious to one skilled in the art that known 
gui interface types, such as scrolling or selectable display types could be implemented on 
the display as a matter of design choice. The examiner further notes that applicant's 
specification provides no specific detail as to how a scrolling function or selectable 
display types (via an information presentation unit) would be implemented an any 
particular terminal type. The examiner reads the scrolling function as a well known and 
obvious to implement feature on any device with a display. 

As per claims 12,13, the examiner contends one skilled in the art would realize 
that the identification/authentication of the user (inherent to organized communication on 
a network) could be carried out with or without user interaction as a matter of design 
choice. The examiner further notes that applicant's specification does not give specific 
information as to how an authentication system (automatic or otherwise) would be 
implemented in any particular type of data device (as each data device would have a 
different set of programming parameters and input/output means). 
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Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) 
of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Alexander Jamal whose telephone number is 571-272-7498. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-F 9AM-6PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 

Curtis A Kuntz can be reached on 571-272-7499. The fax phone numbers for the organization 

where this application or proceeding is assigned are 571-273-8300 for regular communications 

and 571-273-8300 for After Final communications. 

/Alexander Jamal/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2614 

Examiner Alexander Jamal 

April 1,2009 



